James Savage
308 NE 2nd St
Prineville, OR 97754-1912

September 8, 2011
Dear Chairman Genachowski:

| am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would
severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in
favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide
broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce
resources on yesterday's technology.

As | understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our
President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it
is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband
networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable.

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to
pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and
those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology
is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by
consumers.

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the
Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would
our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural
America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that
would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more
people.

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by
Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new
wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.
Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this
global economy.

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to
pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is
strengthened.

| urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline
technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America
simply cannot afford to be left behind.

Sincerely,
James Savage
541-416-3969



Mary Anne South
2600 Devonshire PI
Central Point, OR 97502-3579

October 18, 2011
Dear Chairman Genachowski:

| am concerned that an upcoming decision by the FCC to reform the
Universal Service Fund to provide improved access to broadband in rural
America may not do enough to promote the deployment of mobile wireless
broadband Internet. All Americans need dependable access to broadband,
both wired and wireless, to compete in this fast-changing world. But we
need to make sure this reform is done right. There needs to be a fair
share of funding allocated for mobile broadband expansion.

A recent CTIA study found that mobile broadband expansion can work
successfully with an investment of $1 billion per year - that's less than
one-quarter of the total Connect America Fund. Yet, | understand there are
proposals under consideration that would seriously underfund mobile
broadband deployment with up to 93 percent of available funds being
directed to wireline broadband.

Right now, mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the
Internet. First responders and law enforcement depend on wireless networks
to quickly pinpoint the location of a victim or a crime; farmers use

mobile broadband to track shipments and complete transactions without
having to leave the fields; and businesses use it to stay connected to
employees and customers.

Furthermore, the economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A
recent report by Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every
$1 billion invested in mobile broadband. If we invest $1 billion per year
in mobile broadband over the next 10 years, 150,000 new American jobs
could be created.

Inadequate investment in mobile broadband will cost our nation jobs and
compromise the ability of first responders and law enforcement to act
quickly when timing is critical. If the Connect America Fund does not
appropriately account for wireless, the safety and prosperity of our rural
citizens will be diminished.

Rural citizens pay into the Universal Service Fund and deserve to see the
benefits of mobile broadband investment. Utilizing $1 billion out of a
$4.5 billion fund for wireless broadband is not too much to ask.

| urge you to ensure that reform of the Universal Service Fund includes a
fair share for mobile wireless broadband networks. Rural America simply
cannot afford to be left behind.

Sincerely,

Mary Anne South
5418905182



Benjamin Karetnick
690 Woodlark Dr.
Medford, OR 97501-2625

October 18, 2011
Dear Chairman Genachowski:

| am concerned that an upcoming decision by the FCC to reform the
Universal Service Fund to provide improved access to broadband in rural
America may not do enough to promote the deployment of mobile wireless
broadband Internet. All Americans need dependable access to broadband,
both wired and wireless, to compete in this fast-changing world. But we
need to make sure this reform is done right. There needs to be a fair
share of funding allocated for mobile broadband expansion.

A recent CTIA study found that mobile broadband expansion can work
successfully with an investment of $1 billion per year - that's less than
one-quarter of the total Connect America Fund. Yet, | understand there are
proposals under consideration that would seriously underfund mobile
broadband deployment with up to 93 percent of available funds being
directed to wireline broadband.

Right now, mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the
Internet. First responders and law enforcement depend on wireless networks
to quickly pinpoint the location of a victim or a crime; farmers use

mobile broadband to track shipments and complete transactions without
having to leave the fields; and businesses use it to stay connected to
employees and customers.

Furthermore, the economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A
recent report by Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every
$1 billion invested in mobile broadband. If we invest $1 billion per year
in mobile broadband over the next 10 years, 150,000 new American jobs
could be created.

Inadequate investment in mobile broadband will cost our nation jobs and
compromise the ability of first responders and law enforcement to act
quickly when timing is critical. If the Connect America Fund does not
appropriately account for wireless, the safety and prosperity of our rural
citizens will be diminished.

Rural citizens pay into the Universal Service Fund and deserve to see the
benefits of mobile broadband investment. Utilizing $1 billion out of a
$4.5 billion fund for wireless broadband is not too much to ask.

| urge you to ensure that reform of the Universal Service Fund includes a
fair share for mobile wireless broadband networks. Rural America simply
cannot afford to be left behind.

Sincerely,

Benjamin Karetnick
541-951-5111



David Mead Sr.
2700 W. Powell Blvd. Apt. 2146
Gresham, OR 97030-6578

September 21, 2011
Dear Chairman Genachowski:

| am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would
severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in
favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide
broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce
resources on yesterday's technology.

As | understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our
President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it
is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband
networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable.

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to
pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and
those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology
is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by
consumers.

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the
Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would
our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural
America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that
would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more
people.

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by
Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new
wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.
Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this
global economy.

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to
pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is
strengthened.

| urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline
technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America
simply cannot afford to be left behind.

Sincerely,

David Mead Sr.
503-707-4250



Mike Curry
10 S. Oakdale Rm. 214
Medford, OR 97501-2902

September 20, 2011
Dear Chairman Genachowski:

| am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would
severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in
favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide
broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce
resources on yesterday's technology.

As | understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our
President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it
is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband
networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable.

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to
pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and
those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology
is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by
consumers.

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the
Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would
our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural
America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that
would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more
people.

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by
Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new
wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.
Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this
global economy.

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to
pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is
strengthened.

| urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline
technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America
simply cannot afford to be left behind.

Sincerely,

Mike Curry
541-535-1166



SANDRA WIDENER
200 Sw 8th Place
Hermiston, OR 97838-1545

September 20, 2011
Dear Public Comment Manager:

| am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would
severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in
favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide
broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce
resources on yesterday's technology.

As | understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our
President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it
is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband
networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable.

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to
pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and
those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology
is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by
consumers.

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the
Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would
our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural
America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that
would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more
people.

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by
Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new
wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.
Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this
global economy.

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to
pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is
strengthened.

| urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline
technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America
simply cannot afford to be left behind.

Sincerely,

SANDRA WIDENER
5416679271



James Savage
308 NE 2nd St
Prineville, OR 97754-1912

September 8, 2011
Dear Chairman Genachowski:

| am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would
severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in
favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide
broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce
resources on yesterday's technology.

As | understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our
President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it
is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband
networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable.

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to
pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and
those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology
is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by
consumers.

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the
Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would
our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural
America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that
would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more
people.

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by
Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new
wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.
Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this
global economy.

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to
pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is
strengthened.

| urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline
technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America
simply cannot afford to be left behind.

Sincerely,

James Savage
541-416-3969



